Epidemiology, Population Health and Health Impact Assessment by Gulis, Gabriel & Fujino, Yoshihisa
Syddansk Universitet
Epidemiology, Population Health and Health Impact Assessment
Gulis, Gabriel; Fujino, Yoshihisa
Published in:
Journal of Epidemiology
DOI:
doi:10.2188/jea.JE20140212
Publication date:
2015
Document version
Publisher's PDF, also known as Version of record
Document license
CC BY
Citation for pulished version (APA):
Gulis, G., & Fujino, Y. (2015). Epidemiology, Population Health and Health Impact Assessment. Journal of
Epidemiology, 25(3), 179-180. DOI: doi:10.2188/jea.JE20140212
General rights
Copyright and moral rights for the publications made accessible in the public portal are retained by the authors and/or other copyright owners
and it is a condition of accessing publications that users recognise and abide by the legal requirements associated with these rights.
            • Users may download and print one copy of any publication from the public portal for the purpose of private study or research.
            • You may not further distribute the material or use it for any profit-making activity or commercial gain
            • You may freely distribute the URL identifying the publication in the public portal ?
Take down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us providing details, and we will remove access to the work immediately
and investigate your claim.
Download date: 09. Sep. 2018
Editorial
Epidemiology, Population Health, and Health Impact Assessment
Gabriel Gulis1 and Yoshihisa Fujino2
1University of Southern Denmark, Esbjerg, Denmark
2University of Occupational and Environmental Health, Kitakyushu, Fukuoka, Japan
Received October 23, 2014; accepted January 5, 2015; released online February 19, 2015
Copyright © 2015 Gabriel Gulis et al. This is an open access article distributed under the terms of Creative Commons Attribution License, which
permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.
Key words: health impact assessment; social determinants of health; health inequity
The health of populations depends on many different
factors. Epidemiology is a discipline that has a crucial role in
describing health status, identifying risk factors, and analyzing
relationships between health and different hazardous agents.
The classical epidemiological triangle of host-agent-
environment describes how individuals become ill. Disease
occurs when an outside agent (vector) capable of causing
disease or injury meets a host that is vulnerable to the agent.
This happens in an environment that allows the agent and host
to interact. Epidemiology not only measures the relationships
between hosts and agents in certain environments but also
analyses the health status of the population living in that
environment.
As epidemiology is one of the essential disciplines of public
health, its major aim is to contribute to fulﬁlment of the
deﬁnition of public health as “a science and art to promote
health and prevent disease by organized effort of society”.1
However, to improve the health status of the population,
the knowledge produced by epidemiology needs to be used
and translated into interventions. Epidemiology has a long
tradition and has created a wealth of accumulated experience
to assess micro-environments and speciﬁc agents that may
impact health. However, epidemiology has been infrequently
applied to assessment of public health issues at the policy or
strategic level. In addition, epidemiology itself does not equip
to deal with dialogue between stakeholders within its scientiﬁc
discipline.
There are different types of interventions tackling all three
elements of the triangle. One can work with hosts and improve
their immune system, increase their knowledge, and motivate
behavioral change to make the hosts more resistant to agents.
Public health can also inﬂuence the presence and distribution
of agents (vectors); this is often done via traditional hygiene
measures, such as provision of safe drinking water, clean air,
and good waste management, but also via anti-smoking
regulations, diet advice, and physical activity guidelines.
However, tackling the environment is a bit more difﬁcult. If
we consider the “micro-environment”, we are still on the host
level and employ interventions like those mentioned above.
If we are considering the “macro-environment”, as described,
for example, by Dahlgren & Whitehead’s2 model of health
(later modiﬁed by Barton and Grant3), different intervention
methods need to be applied. This model of health is inﬂuenced
by general political, social, and environmental conditions,
and a set of social determinants of health, including work,
education, culture, social cohesion, and individual behavior,
as well as biological factors like age, sex, and genetics. Health
impact assessment (HIA) aims to inﬂuence general social,
political, and environmental factors, as well as the social
determinants of health.
Because the goal of HIA is to assess potential future
impacts of projects, plans, strategies, and policies on health,4
HIA projects intervene in the environment. Although there are
several deﬁnitions of HIA and a confusion remains about what
is and what is not HIA, the following three conditions must be
met to be considered HIA:
1. A policy, project, programme, or plan is assessed and
a decision upon it is expected to be taken;
2. Distribution of effects across the population is
described; and
3. Dialogue between relevant stakeholders (stakeholders’
participation) is established.
HIA is based on values of democracy, equity, sustainable
development, and ethical use of evidence.4 It is a
multidisciplinary method that is open to experts of different
disciplines (including epidemiologists, who are some of the
key experts involved) and the public. All of these stakeholders
constitute the steering group, which usually directs an HIA.
These key conditions suggest how epidemiology contributes
to HIA and why HIA is needed beyond epidemiology.
One should understand the environment in its broadest
possible sense; the social, economic, cultural, political, and
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physical environments are equally included and equally
relevant. HIA is a broad methodology, including both
qualitative and quantitative methods, such as risk
communication, risk assessment, and stakeholder analysis.
Usually, HIA utilizes knowledge gathered by basic disciplines
of public health, such as epidemiology, to outline potential
health impacts and quantify them. However, HIA can work in
the opposite way as well; HIA often identiﬁes areas where
we know little about the interaction of hosts and agents in a
speciﬁc environment. In other words, HIA cannot be done
without substantial contributions from epidemiologists but
can help to identify concrete relationships where we lack
quantitative knowledge and provide epidemiology with new
research themes. Epidemiology is the sole contributor to the
second point of the three key aspects of HIA; it provides
evidence-based knowledge on the distribution of health effects
and their risk factors across different population groups.
On the other hand, without dialogue among stakeholders,
epidemiology may overlook the fact that decision-making is
based on not only scientiﬁc evidence, but also on political,
economic, and social considerations; HIA adds this element
to the value of epidemiology. HIA, through its key values
(democracy, equity, sustainable development, and ethical use
of evidence) and direct link to decision- and policy-making
processes, is also considered an effective mechanism for
implementing the precautionary principle.5
Many examples are available in published literature to
illustrate the link between epidemiology and HIA. One of
most profound is the cement kiln case from Rugby
municipality evaluated by Cook and Kemm in 2002 (http://
www.apho.org.uk/resource/item.aspx?RID=44206). In that
case, an industrial company decided to modify their
technology, which raised concerns in the municipality and
led to a request to conduct an HIA of the proposal. The HIA,
using epidemiological evidence from studies on air pollution
and health, identiﬁed and assessed the key pollutant and
suggested an overall impact. The assessment satisﬁed the
needs of the company and also addressed the concerns of the
municipality.
There is some discussion regarding the similarities and
differences between HIA and other methods or disciplines in
public health. The difference between HIA and epidemiology
is clear concerning the three points described above; however,
it is necessary to understand how HIA differs from evaluation,
risk assessment, and other impact assessments, such as
environmental impact assessment. HIA does not evaluate
actions; it assesses potential future impacts of new policies,
plans, and programs, which is a clear difference between HIA
and evaluation. Risk assessment is usually a standardized
procedure mostly focusing on a single chemical or other
toxic agent; HIA usually deals with a mixture of different
substances, environments, and determinants, including social
determinants. HIA uses knowledge and information from
individual risk assessment studies and balances them in
a risk appraisal step. Compared to environmental impact
assessment, which focuses on elements of the environment,
HIA focuses on health effects and impacts caused by different
determinants (again including social determinants).
As with any discipline, HIA requires well-trained experts.
Being a relatively new discipline, training for HIA is not yet
as broadly recognized as that for epidemiology. However,
regular training courses are organized by universities around
the world (eg, University of Liverpool, Liverpool, United
Kingdom; University of New South Wales, Sydney, Australia;
University of Southern Denmark, Esbjerg, Denmark; and
University of Occupational and Environmental Health,
Fukuoka, Japan) and information can be found at the “HIA
gateway” (http://www.apho.org.uk/default.aspx?QN=P_HIA).
The World Health Organization is actively supporting HIA
through information distribution, organization of national
training workshops on demand of its member states, and
publication activity.6 Literature on HIA, both in terms of
methodology and experience from around the world, has
grown substantially over the last three years.7–9
In conclusion, a close collaboration of epidemiologists
and health impact assessment experts is a “must”. Such
collaboration can support the development of public health
and have a long-term positive impact on population health.
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